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11) D The oath or declaration is objected to by the Examiner. Note the attached Office Action or form PTO-152. 

Priority under 35 U.S.C. § 119 

12) ^ Acknowledgment is made of a claim for foreign priority under 35 U.S.C. § 1 19(a)-(d) or (f). 
aM AH b)D Some * c)D None of: 

1 .£3 Certified copies of the priority documents have been received. 

2. D Certified copies of the priority documents have been received in Application No. . 

3. Q Copies of the certified copies of the priority documents have been received in this National Stage 

application from the International Bureau (PCT Rule 17.2(a)). 
* See the attached detailed Office action for a list of the certified copies not received. 



Attachment(s) 

1 ) ^ Notice of References Cited (PTO-892) 4) □ Interview Summary (PTO-41 3) 

2) □ Notice of Draftsperson's Patent Drawing Review (PTO-948) p aP© r No(s)/Mail Date. . 

3) M Information Disclosure Statement(s) (PTO/SB/08) 5 > □ Notice of Informal Patent Application 

Paper No(s)/Mail Date 3/3/2005 . 6) □ Other: . 



U.S. Patent and Trademark Office 

PTOL-326 (Rev. 08-06) 



Office Action Summary 



Part of Paper No./Mail Date 20070706 



Application/Control Number: 1 0/526,370 Page 2 

Art Unit: 2109 

DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

1. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. Giving the claim its broadest reasonable 
interpretation, the "computer program product" claimed in Claim 9 is non-statutory 
because it is not limited to a process, machine, article of manufacture, or composition of 
matter. The specification does mention software that "resides in a memory associated 
with the means for transmitting" on page 6, lines 13-14. If this part of the specification is 
the basis for the "computer program product" of Claim 9, then it will fall within statutory 
subject matter. However, it is unclear from the wording "computer program product" in 
Claim 9, whether or not the second paragraph of page 6 in the specification is the basis 
for this claim. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

2. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 
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3. Claims 1-2, 4-6 and 8-9 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Friedman et al. (US 6,240,513). 

Regarding Claims 1 and 5, Friedman teaches a method and system for 
transmitting a media stream of data from a sending client terminal to a receiving client 
terminal, the terminals being arranged in a protected computer environment including at 
least one protective means (security device 400 - See Fig. 4) in association with a data 
forwarding means (A network security device is connected between a protected client 
and a network - See Abstract lines 1-2), which protective means is intended to protect 
the receiving client terminal from data transmitted from unauthorized sending clients (a 
communication received from the network goes from the second interface, to the 
processing circuit, to the first interface and to the protected client - See Col. 5, lines 22- 
25), the method comprising the steps of: 

Transmitting authorization data from the receiving client terminal to the sending 
client terminal via the protective means for instructing the means to allow return of a 
media stream from the sending client terminal to the receiving client terminal during a 
predetermined period of time (The networking system is for communication, key 
exchange - See Col. 8, lines 43-44; The dynamic keys have a predetermined lifespan 
and are replaced periodically, such as every 24 hours - See Col. 5, lines 39-40), 

characterized by the receiving client terminal being adapted to independently 
transmit authorization data via the protective means at shorter intervals than said 
predetermined period of time for maintaining the allow return mode of the protective 
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means (The dynamic keys have a predetermined lifespan and are replaced periodically, 
such as every 24 hours - See Col. 5, lines 39-40). 

Regarding Claim 2, Friedman teaches the method of transmitting a media stream 
according to Claim 1, characterized by the protective means being a firewall 
arrangement (A network security device is connected between a protected client and a 
network - See Abstract lines 1-2). 

Regarding Claim 4, Friedman teaches a method of transmitting a media stream 
according to Claim 1, characterized by the data forwarding means being a router, switch 
or bridge between client terminals in a communication network (router 456 which routes 
communications between the LAN 450 and a WAN 100, such as the Internet - See Col. 
8, lines 9-10). 

Regarding Claim 6, Friedman teaches a system for transmission of a media 
stream according to Claim 5, characterized in that the protective means is a firewall 
arrangement (A network security device is connected between a protected client and a 
network - See Abstract lines 1-2). 

Regarding Claim 8, Friedman teaches a system for transmission of a media 
stream according to Claim 5, characterized in that the data forwarding means is a 
router, switch or bridge between client terminals in a communication network (router 
456 which routes communications between the LAN 450 and a WAN 1 00, such as the 
Internet - See Col. 8, lines 9-10). 

Regarding Claim 9, Friedman teaches a computer program product for 
transmitting a media stream of data from a sending client terminal to a receiving client 
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terminal, the terminals being arranged in a protected computer environment including at 
least one protective means (security device 400 - See Fig. 4) in association with a data 
forwarding means (A network security device is connected between a protected client 
and a network - See Abstract lines 1-2), which protective means is intended to protect 
the receiving client terminal from receiving data transmitted from unauthorized sending 
clients (a communication received from the network goes from the second interface, to 
the processing circuit, to the first interface and to the protected client - See Col. 5, lines 
22-25), characterized in that the computer program product is adapted for carrying out 
the method steps of Claim 1 (the inventive network security device is a 
hardware/software combination in a preferred implementation - See Col. 7, lines 1 1- 
12). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a*quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 3 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Friedman et al. (US 6,240,513) in view of Bouleros et al. (US 7,224,696). 

Regarding Claim 3, Friedman teaches a method of transmitting a media stream 
according to Claim 1, but fails to explicitly teach the protective means being a network 
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address translator, NAT. However, Bouleros does teach the protective means being a 
network address translator (In one example the node is integral with the address 
translation node - See Col. 3, lines 9-10; Advantageously the node is arranged to 
provide a secure connection between itself and the service provider network - See Col. 
3, lines 13-14). Friedman and Bouleros are analogous art because they both deal with 
transmitting a stream of data in a network. It would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Friedman's method 
of transmitting a media stream to include NATs as the protective means. One would 
have been motivated to do so because NATs provide an additional security measures 
for external entities seeking information about the private IP addresses behind the NAT. 
Claim 7 is rejected for reasons similar to Claim 3. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Scott M. Sciacca whose telephone number is (571 ) 270- 
1919. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday, 7:30 A.M. - 5:00 
P.M. EST. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Jeff Pwu can be reached on (571) 272-6798. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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